matters at issue in this enforcement proceeding and those at issue in
the modification case, nor is the legal effect that the grant of a
modification petition has on a pending enforcement proceeding discussed.
See our decision in Penn Allegh Coal Co., PITT 78-97-P, issued this
date.  We note that in the present case, unlike the situation before us
in Penn Allegh, a petition for modification was filed prior to the
issuance of the notice and citation.  Id. at n.10.

In view of the fact that our decision in Penn Allegh discusses for
the first time the relationship between enforcement proceedings and
modification proceedings, and because the parties had no opportunity
prior to the judge's order of dismissal to present arguments addressing
this issue in the context of the facts of this case, a remand for further
proceedings is necessary.

Accordingly, the judge's decision is reversed and the case remanded
for further proceedings consistent with this opinion.
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